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(iii) The enhancement of the
competitive position of the bank in
accordance with the bank’s business
plan and marketing strategy; and

(iv) The maintenance of the safety and
soundness of the institution.

(c) Interest. Charges and fees that are
‘‘interest’’ within the meaning of 12
U.S.C. 85 are governed by § 7.4001 and
not by this section.

(d) State law. Preemption principles
derived from the United States
Constitution, as interpreted through
judicial precedent, govern
determinations regarding the
applicability of State law to fees
described in this section.

(e) National bank as fiduciary. This
section does not apply to charges
imposed by a national bank in its
capacity as a fiduciary, which are
governed by 12 CFR part 9.

8. A new § 7.4006 is added to read as
follows:

§ 7.4006 Applicability of State law to
national bank operating subsidiaries.

Unless otherwise provided by Federal
law or OCC regulation, State laws apply
to national bank operating subsidiaries
to the same extent that those laws apply
to the parent national bank.

PART 23—LEASING

9. The authority citation for part 23
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 1 et seq., 24 (Seventh),
24 (Tenth), and 93a.

Subpart C—Section 24(Seventh)
Leases

10. In § 23.21, current paragraph (a)(2)
is revised to read as follows:

§ 23.21 Estimated residual value.

* * * * *
(a) * * *
(2) Any unguaranteed amount must

not exceed 25 percent of the original
cost of the property to the bank or the
percentage for a particular type of
property specified in published OCC
guidance.
* * * * *

Dated: January 8, 2001.

John D. Hawke, Jr.,
Comptroller of the Currency.
[FR Doc. 01–1614 Filed 1–29–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This document proposes
revising an existing airworthiness
directive (AD) for Sikorsky Aircraft
Corporation (Sikorsky) Model S–76A
helicopters. That AD currently requires
a one-time inspection of the tail rotor
blade (blade) spar elliptical centering
plug (centering plug) for disbonding and
the addition of a retaining pad on the
pitch change shaft between the output
tail rotor gearbox flange and the inboard
tail rotor spar. This action would
contain the same requirements as the
existing AD but would clarify that the
500-hour time-in-service (TIS) repetitive
inspections, which could cause
inadvertent damage, are not required.
This AD would also incorporate by
reference a revised alert service bulletin
(ASB) that does not include the 500-
hour TIS repetitive inspections. This
proposal is prompted by operator
confusion about whether the current AD
continues to require the 500-hour TIS
repetitive inspections. The proposed AD
is intended to verify that the FAA has
determined that the 500-hour TIS
repetitive inspections are not required
to prevent the centering plug from
disbonding and moving out of position,
loss of tail rotor control, and subsequent
loss of control of the helicopter.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before April 2, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2000–SW–
40–AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room
663, Fort Worth, Texas 76137. You may
also send comments electronically to
the Rules Docket at the following
address: 9-asw-adcomments@faa.gov.
Comments may be inspected at the
Office of the Regional Counsel between
9 a.m. and 3 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard Noll, Aviation Safety Engineer,
Boston Aircraft Certification Office, 12

New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803, telephone (781)
238–7160, fax (781) 238–7199.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this document may be changed in
light of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available in the Rules
Docket for examination by interested
persons. A report summarizing each
FAA-public contact concerned with the
substance of this proposal will be filed
in the Rules Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their mailed
comments submitted in response to this
proposal must submit a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:
‘‘Comments to Docket No. 2000–SW–
40–AD.’’ The postcard will be date
stamped and returned to the
commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2000–SW–40–AD, 2601
Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort Worth,
Texas 76137.

Discussion

On June 30, 1994, the FAA issued AD
94–14–20, Amendment 39–8969 (59 FR
41238, August 11, 1994), to require
inspecting each blade centering plug for
disbonding; adding a retaining pad on
the pitch change shaft between the tail
rotor output gearbox flange and the
inboard blade spar; and removing the
500-hour repetitive inspection. That
action was prompted by successful
service experience and an improved
bonding procedure. The requirements of
that AD are intended to prevent the
centering plug from disbonding and
moving out of position, loss of tail rotor
control, and subsequent loss of control
of the helicopter.
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Since the issuance of that AD,
Sikorsky has issued revised ASB 76–65–
35B, dated October 2, 1997, to
supersede the basic ASB. The revised
ASB amplifies the basic procedures and
specifies that the recurring inspection
interval (formerly 500-hours time-in-
service (TIS)) is the interval specified in
the S–76A Airworthiness Limitations
and Inspection Schedule. The ASB also
revises the text referencing consumables
by changing military specifications to
commercial equivalents.

The FAA has become aware that 500-
hour TIS repetitive inspections are
being conducted because of the
misconception that AD 94–14–20
mandates the entire ASB. These
repetitive inspections could result in
inadvertent damage to the tail rotor
blades. The FAA understands how this
confusion could occur since the AD
language does inadvertently incorporate
all the inspection requirements of
Sikorsky Aircraft Alert Service Bulletin
76–15–35A, Revision A, dated February
29, 1984. However, that was not the
intent of the AD as explained in the
preamble to AD 94–14–20. The FAA
intended to eliminate the 500-hour TIS
repetitive inspections for centering plug
disbonding. Incorporating specific
portions of ASB 76–65–35B, dated
October 2, 1997, that does not contain
the 500-hour TIS repetitive inspections
will clarify the intended AD
requirements.

We have identified an unsafe
condition that is likely to exist or
develop on other Sikorsky Model S–76A
helicopters of the same type design. The
proposed AD would revise AD 94–14–
20 and would retain the same basic
requirements but would incorporate by
reference portions of the revised ASB
and would clarify that the repetitive
inspections are not required by the AD.

The FAA estimates that this proposed
AD would affect 150 helicopters of U.S.
registry. The revised AD would not
impose any additional burden or costs.

The regulations proposed herein
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant

economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the

authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

removing Amendment 39–8969 (59 FR
41238, August 11, 1994), and by adding
a new airworthiness directive (AD), to
read as follows:
Sikorsky Aircraft Corporation: Docket No.

2000–SW–40–AD. Revises AD 94–14–20,
Amendment 39–8969, Docket No. 93–
SW–13–AD.

Applicability: Model S–76A helicopters,
with tail rotor blade (blade) assembly, part
number (P/N) 76101–05001 (all dash
numbers) or 76101–05101 (all dash
numbers), installed with more than 130
hours time-in-service (TIS), certificated in
any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For helicopters that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required within 25 hours TIS,
unless accomplished previously.

To prevent the blade spar elliptical
centering plug (centering plug) from
disbonding and moving out of position, loss
of tail rotor control, and subsequent loss of
control of the helicopter, accomplish the
following:

(a) Inspect the centering plug for
disbonding of the polyurethane filler that
fills the space between the aluminum
centering plug and the graphite spar in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions, paragraph 3.A.(1) and (2), of
Sikorsky Aircraft Corporation Alert Service
Bulletin No. 76–65–35B, dated October 2,
1997 (ASB).

Note 2: The 500-hours TIS repetitive
inspections contained in the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraph
3.D., of Sikorsky Aircraft Corporation Alert
Service Bulletin 76–65–35A, Revision A,
dated February 29, 1984, are not required by
this AD.

(1) If the inspection of the centering plug
reveals disbonding of 1⁄2-inch or less in
length, install a retaining pad, P/N 76102–
05004–111, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraph
3.C., of the ASB.

(2) For disbonds greater than 1⁄2-inch in
length, repair the blade assembly in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions, paragraph 3.B.(1), of the ASB
except you are not required to contact
Sikorsky Worldwide Customer Service. If
blades are found with polyurethane filler
excessively cracked or deteriorated to extent
of breaking away from the spar or aluminum
plug by 0.005-inch or greater, replace the
blade with an airworthy blade.

(3) For spars with complete spar to
centering plug disbond in which the
polyurethane filler is intact and remains fully
bonded to the centering plug, repair the blade
assembly in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraph
3.B.(2), of the ASB.

(4) For spars with complete polyurethane
filler to centering plug disbond in which the
polyurethane filler is intact and remains fully
bonded to the spar, repair the blade assembly
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions, paragraph 3.B.(3) of the ASB.

(b) Install a retaining pad, P/N 76102–
05004–111, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions, paragraph
3.C., of the ASB.

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Boston
Aircraft Certification Office, FAA. Operators
shall submit their requests through an FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
concur or comment and then send it to the
Manager, Boston Aircraft Certification Office.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Boston Aircraft
Certification Office.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with 14 CFR 21.197 and 21.199
to operate the helicopter to a location where
the requirements of this AD can be
accomplished if a retaining pad has been
installed.
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Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on January 22,
2001.
Henry A. Armstrong,
Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–2428 Filed 1–29–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 112 and 412

[FRL–6936–2]

National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Permit Regulation
and Effluent Limitations Guidelines
and Standards for Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations—Proposed
Revisions; Public Meetings

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of public meetings.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency hereby gives notice that it will
conduct eight public meetings on new
proposed regulations under the Clean
Water Act for Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operations (CAFOs). EPA
Administrator Carol Browner signed
these proposed regulations on December
15, 2000, and the Agency published the
proposed regulations in the Federal

Register on January 12, 2001, under the
title National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System Permit Regulation
and Effluent Limitations Guidelines and
Standards for Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operations.

The purpose of the meetings is to
enhance public understanding of the
proposed regulations for CAFOs. The
meetings are not a mechanism for
submitting formal comments on the
proposal. The meetings will consist of a
brief presentation by EPA officials on
the proposed regulations followed by a
question and answer session.
Participants are encouraged to
familiarize themselves with the basic
aspects of the proposed regulations
prior to the public meetings; each
speaker’s time will be limited so that all
interested parties may have the
opportunity to pose questions. Advance
registration is not required.
DATES: See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section for meeting dates.
ADDRESSES: See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section for meeting
addresses. Formal comments on the
proposal should be submitted by mail
to: Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operation Proposed Rule Comment
Clerk OW–00–27, Water Docket
(MC4101), U.S. EPA, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave., NW., Washington DC 20460.
Comments may also be submitted

electronically to ow-docket@epa.gov.
For more specifics about how to submit
comments, please refer to the January 12
Federal Register announcement,
available at http://www.epa.gov/owm/
afos/rule.htm.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
obtain additional information about the
meetings, please contact Nina
Bonnelycke, U.S. EPA, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 4203M,
Washington, DC 20460. Questions may
also be directed to Ms. Bonnelycke at
202–564–0764 or
bonnelycke.nina@epa.gov. Information
on the CAFO proposal public meetings
and on the CAFO proposal in general is
also available at http://www.epa.gov/
owm/afos/rule.htm. The website has the
text of the Federal Register
announcement with the CAFO proposed
rule and accompanying preamble, a
factsheet describing the proposal, and
other pertinent information. Key
documents are also available through
EPA’s Water Resources Center (202–
260–7786).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Dates, Cities, Times and Addresses for
Public Meetings

EPA is conducting eight public
meetings on the CAFO proposed
regulations as described in the following
table:

Date City Time Meeting address

March 1, 2001 .............. Baltimore, MD ............ 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Baltimore Marriott, Inner Harbor, 110 South Eutaw Street.
March 7, 2001 .............. Ames, IA .................... 1:30 p.m.–5:30 p.m. ... Benton Auditorium, Scheman Building, Iowa State Center, Elwood

Drive.
March 13, 2001 ............ Riverside, CA ............. 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Riverside Convention Center, Holiday Inn Select, 3400 Market

Street.
March 15, 2001 ............ Ft. Wayne, IN ............. 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Fort Wayne Hilton at the Convention Center, 120 South Calhoun

Street.
March 20, 2001 ............ Dallas, TX .................. 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Hotel Adolphus, 1321 Commerce Street.
March 22, 2001 ............ Chattanooga, TN ........ 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Chattanooga Clarion Hotel, 47 Chestnut Street.
March 27, 2001 ............ Denver, CO ................ 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. Executive Tower Hotel, 1405 Curtis Street.
March 29, 2001 ............ Boise, ID .................... 1 p.m.–5 p.m. ............. The Grove Hotel, 245 South Capitol Blvd.

Prior to attending any of these public
meetings, please confirm location
information with EPA as indicated
under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Please note that the purpose of these
meetings is to enhance public
understanding of the proposed
regulations for CAFOs. The meetings are
not a mechanism for submitting formal
comments on the proposal, and formal
comments should be submitted to the
address provided in the ADDRESSES
section above.

Background on CAFO Proposed
Regulations

On December 15, 2000, EPA
Administrator Browner signed the
Agency’s proposal to revise and update
two regulations under the Clean Water
Act (40 CFR parts 112 and 412) that
address the water quality impacts of
manure, wastewater, and other process
waters generated by concentrated
animal feeding operations (CAFOs).
These two regulations are the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) provisions that define which
operations are CAFOs and establish
permit requirements, and the Effluent
Limitations Guidelines for feedlots

(beef, dairy, swine and poultry
subcategories), which establish the
technology-based effluent discharge
standards for CAFOs. EPA is proposing
revisions to these regulations to address
changes that have occurred in the
animal industry sectors over the last 25
years, to clarify and improve
implementation of CAFO permit
requirements, and to improve the
environmental protection achieved
under these rules.

Environmental concerns being
addressed by this rule include both
ecological and human health effects.
Manure from stockpiles, lagoons, or
excessive land application can reach

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 17:16 Jan 29, 2001 Jkt 194001 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 4702 Sfmt 4702 E:\FR\FM\30JAP1.SGM pfrm02 PsN: 30JAP1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-03-31T13:32:19-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




